V.

“ WASHINGTON HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION

Regular Scheduled Meeting - Agenda
Tuesday, November 3, 2015
7.00 PM

Opening of the meeting

Invocation

Roll call

Old Business — Major Works

1.

Reconsideration of applications which have been denied. Pat Griffin has
asked that the Historic Preservation Commission reconsider his applications
for Certificates of Appropriateness for vinyl windows on the front fagade of the
structures located at 315 & 319 West 2™ Street.

Certificate of Appropriateness

A. Major Works

1.

A request has been made by Mr. Richard Dwayne Godley for a Certificate of
Appropriateness to construct a porch roof over the approved front porch on
the front fagade of the structure located at 323 North Bonner Street.

A request has been made by Mr. Chris McLendon for a Certificate of
Appropriateness to renovate the damage to the front office fagade using 3’ x
6’ white fiberglass and a 6’ x 6’ picture window with simulated grilles glass on
the structure located at 131 North Market Street. The renovation will match
the building at 248 West Main Street.

A request has been made by Mr. Glenn Wiliams for a Certificate of
Appropriateness to replace the existing transom and awning with copper
material on the front fagade of the structure located at 201 West Main Street.

A request has been made by Patricia Lewis and Lori Hardee for a Certificate
of Appropriateness to install 278’ of privacy fence in a majority of the rear
yard of the structure located at 409 East 2™ Street. The fence will stepped in
as to not be seen from the front of the house.

A request has been made by Mr. Calvin McLean for a Cerificate of
Appropriateness to install wood railings and spindles to the wheel chair ramp
and landing on the structure located at 121 East 2" Street.



VI.

VILI.

VIl

. Minor Works

. A request has been made and approved by staff for a Certificate of

Appropriateness for Teriann Scarantino to remove a dead and decaying
Pecan tree located in the rear yard of 216 Fleming Street.

. A request has been made and approved by staff for a Certificate of

Appropriateness for Mr. Leland Hill representing the First Christian Church to
add small landscaping and repair the front porch railing with like material on
the structure located at 120 North Academy Street.

. A request has been made and approved by staff for a Certificate of

Appropriateness for Mr. William Cochran to repair and replace windows with
like materials and replace siding with same material on the structure located
at 218 North Bonner Street.

. A request has been made and approved by staff for a Certificate of

Appropriateness for Metropolitan AME Zion Church to remove and replace
the existing sign located at the front of the church at 102 West Martin Luther
King Jr. Drive.

. A request has been made and approved by staff for a Certificate of

Appropriateness for Mr. Don Perkins to add new gutters to the front porch on
the house located at 402 East 2™ Street.

. A request has been made and approved by staff for a Certificate of

Appropriateness for Beaufort County to: (1) wash and clean the exterior brick
(2) repoint damaged brick and replace mortar and (3) use waterproof sealer
on the building located at 210 North Market Street (Sheriffs Dept.).

. A request has been made and approved by staff for a Certificate of

Appropriateness for Mr. Calvin McLean to add 2 condensing units on the east
side of the house located at 121 East 2" Street. The units are not visible from
the street.

Other Business
1. Design Guidelines — Masonry Products.
Approval of Minutes — October 6, 2015

Adjourn



Old Business
Major Works

Reconsideration of Applications
315 & 319 West 2nd Street



WASHINGTON HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION
RULES OF PROCEDURE

Rule 20. Application Procedures

Reconsideration of Applications Which Have Been Denied. The order of business
for reconsideration of applications for Certificates of Appropriateness which have been
previously denied shall be as follows:

(1)

(2)

The Chairperson shall entertain a motion from a member of the Commission
that the applicant be allowed to present evidence in support of the request
for reconsideration. Such evidence shall be limited to that which is
necessary to enable the Commission to determine whether or not there has
been a substantial change in the facts, evidence or conditions relating to the
application, provided, however that the applicant shall be given the
opportunity to present any other additional supporting evidence, if the
Commission decides to reconsider the application.

After receiving the evidence, the Commission shall proceed to deliberate
whether or not there has been a substantial change in the facts, evidence or
conditions relating to the application which would warrant reconsideration. If
the Commission finds that there has been such a change, it shall thereupon
treat the request as a new application received at that time.



APPLICATION FOR A CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
Historic Preservation Commission
Washington, NC

102 East 2nd Street

To: Washington Historic Preservation Commission
Please use Black Ink
Washington, NC 27889

217 % 3% et Iud Sheot

Historic Property/Name (if applicable): ‘
— — :
Ja.me;. E%ﬂ ﬁ'a)e. H

Lot Size: feet by
(width)

Street Address of Property:

Owner's Name:
feet.

(depth)

Brief Description of Work to be Done:

Akl s X " ! a.z.'rvcéo..Js.

52&:; Ie\.“ f/ﬁ’ Ha_gc‘i'.g, E!c_:gk.. Y, fﬂ, s:ﬁr-egt e‘gdc—“n'ﬁ,d

I understand that all appiications for a Certificate of Appropriateness that require review by the Historic
Preservation Commission must be submitted by 5:00 p.m. on the 15th of the month prior to the meeting
I'wish to attend; otherwise consideration will be delayed until the following HPC meeting. An incomplete
application will not be accepted. | understand approved requests are valid for one year.

Office Use Only ‘% Gr( cfnd

(Name ot Applicant -Type or print)

(bate Received) (Initials}
ACTION 414 Lodee Rd UgsL;N??LW 12,432755’9’
O Approved (Mailing Address) {(Zip’Code

O A d with Conditi
O Demea " ——— B/lefoie 2£9-944-7700
; SDaytime Phone Number)

O  Withdrawn ([2ate) '
(Signature of Applicanty “/

O Staff Approval

(Date) (Authorized Signature

y the Planning Department or designee, this application becomes a

Minor Works Certificate of Appropriateness. |t is valid until . Issuance of a Minor
Works Certificate shall not relieve the applicant, contractor, tenant, or property owner from obtaining any
other permit required by City code or any law. Minor work projects not approved by staff will be fowarded

to the Historic Preservation Commission for review at its next meeting.

Upon being signed and dated below b

(Minor Work Auth. Sig.) {Date}

Applicant's presence or that of your authorized representative is required at the meeting of the
Historic Preservation Commission at which the application is to be considered. You must give
written permission to your authorized representative to aftend the hearing on your behalf.




New Business
Major Works

Richard Dwayne Godley
323 North Bonner Street



APPLICATION FOR A CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
Historic Preservation Commission
Washington, NC

To: Washington Historic Preservation Commission
102 East 2nd Street Please use Black Ink

Washington, NC 27889

Street Address of Property: 323 M_:BB“W Qﬁ‘k

Historic Property/Name (if applicable):

Owner's Name: i Y Q d\ﬂ;\)
by

Lot Size: feet
(width) {(depth)

feet.

Brief Description of Work to be Done:

T would fiky to conglyue 8 poveh reaf over top of tio

M\%W poec dock on Yoo Pronk Carado. of My

OUSR, . Ryle aall wakh s EXiaﬁucéL%{‘cb&g ond T

STIRVY u&tu&jsﬂmi Q.allt.f) WPProPrdL. UrAerink,

| understand that all applications for a Certificate of Appropriateness that require review by the Historic
Preservation Commission must be submitted by 5:00 p.m. on the 15th of the month prior to the meeting

| wish to attend; otherwise consideration will be delayed until the following HPC meeting. An incomplete
application will not be accepted. | understand approved requests are valid for one year.

Office Use Only ) QUL oiltu?
ame of Applicant - typ& or prin =
(Date Received) (Initials) :
ACTION 353 N%tmnh%{- a4 3.9
O Approved (Mailing Address) (Zip Code)
O Approved with Conditions
O Denied —— 23615 bad-TI8Y
C  Withdrawn (Date) (Daytime Phone Number)
O Staff Approval -
— : PN
Date) (Authorized Signature (Sighature of Applicant

Upon being signed and dated below by the Planning Department or designee, this application becomes a
Minor Works Certificate of Appropriateness. It is valid until . Issuance of a Minor
Works Certificate shall not relieve the applicant, contractor, tenant, or property owner from obtaining any
other permit required by City code or any law. Minor work projects not approved by staff will be fowarded
to the Historic Preservation Commission for review at its hext meeting.

(Minor Work Auth. Sig.) (Date)

Applicant's presence or that of your authorized representative is required at the meeting of the
Historic Preservation Commission at which the application is to be considered. You must give

written permission to your authorized representative to attend the hearing on your behalf.
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Staff Report

323 North Bonner Street

The application for the property located at 323 North Bonner Street is requesting approval construct a
porch roof over top of the recently approved porch deck on the front facade of the property.

The applicant would like to install metal porch roof consisting of metal and wood material. The style
would match the existing stoop, and all materials are historically appropriate.

The Design Guidelines states in Chapter 3.6 Porches and Entryways:

* Chapter 3.6.4 “Reconstruction of missing or extensively deteriorated porches is encouraged.
Reconstructed porches shall be based on documentary evidence. If adequate documentation is
not available, a new design is appropriate if it is compatible with the style and period of the
building.”



Adjacent Property Owners — 323 North Bonner Street

Gene F. Godley
210 Jackie Lane
Washington, NC 27889

Clinton E. Tetterton
315 North Bonner Street
Washington, NC 27889

William M. Dotson
2334 Tar Landing Road
Williamston, NC 17892

Wilhemina Cooper
209 E. Martin Luther King Jr. Drive
Washington, NC 27889

Ford Freeman
208 Edgewater Drive
Washington, NC 27889

Thairbie Gibbs
327 North Bonner Street
Washington, NC 27889

Rev. David L. Moore
406 East 5" Street
Washington, NC 27889

Orr Lodge #104
316 North Bonner Street
Washington, NC 27889



REQUEST FOR COMMISSION ACTION

To: Historic Preservation Commission
From: Emily Rebert, Planning & Development
Re: 323 North Bonner Street- The addition of a porch roof on front fagade

A request has been made by Mr. Richard Godley for a Certificate of Appropriateness to
construct porch roof over the recently approved porch deck on the front facade of the house.
The style will match the existing stoop and historically appropriate materials will be used,
located at 323 North Bonner Street. Please review the Design Guidelines, specifically Chapter
3.6 Porches and Entryways.

To grant such a request, the Historic Preservation Commission must make findings of fact, which
are included in the sample motions below. Any conditions the Commission feels appropriate
may be attached to the motion.

Possible Actions

I move that the Historic Preservation Commission grant a Certificate of Appropriateness to Mr.
Richard Godley to construct a porch roof on the front facade, located 323 North Bonner Street.
This motion is based on the following findings of fact: the application is congruous with the
Historic Preservation Commission Design Guidelines, specifically Chapter 3.6 Porches and
Entryways.

Or

{ move that the Historic Preservation Commission grant a Certificate of Appropriateness to Mr.
Richard Godley to construct a porch roof on the front fagade, located 323 North Bonner Street.
This motion is based on the following findings of fact: the application is congruous with the
Historic Preservation Commission Design Guidelines, specifically Chapter 3.6 Porches and
Entryways. | further move that the Historic Preservation Commission place the following
conditions on the approval:

Or

I move that the Historic Preservation Commission deny a Certificate of Appropriateness to Mr.
Richard Godley to construct a porch roof on the front fagade, located 323 North Bonner Street.
This motion is based on the following findings of fact: the application is not congruous with the
Historic Preservation Commission Design Guidelines, specifically Chapter 3.6 Porches and
Entryways.,



Beaufort County Property Photos

PIN: 01005954

Photo: 01005954.jpg
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CITY OF WASHINGTON

- DOWNTOWN DEVELOPMENT () HISTORIC PRESERVATION

Subject: Certificate of Appropriateness — 323 N Bonner Street
Dear Adjoining Property Owner,

Whenever exterior renovation work is being conducted in the Washington Historic District all
property owners within 100 feet of the proposed construction activities are required to be
notified by the City of Washington. According to the application submitted by the City of
Washington, your propety is located within 100 feet of the above referenced property.

A request has been made by the owner to construct a porch roof on the front
facade.

You are welcomed and encouraged to attend the reularly scheduled meeting of the Washington
Historic Commission. Please note the following date, time, and place:

Date: Tuesday November 3, 2015

Place: City Hall - Municipal building, 102 East Second Street. Enter from the Market
Street side of the building and go to the second floor.

Time: 7:00 PM
In the meantime, should you have any questions please feel free to contact me.

Sincerely,

“Cmily Dcbort

Emily Rebert

Community Development Planner
Historic Preservation
erebert@washingtonnc.goyv
252.946.0897




New Business
Major Works

Chris McLendon
131 North Market Street



APPLICATION FOR A CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
Historic Preservation Commission
Washington, NC

To: Washington Historic Preservation Commission
102 East 2nd Street Please use Black Ink

Washington, NC 27889

Street Address of Property: (31 ﬂ/ M a Vﬁ/ et

Historic Property/Name (if applicable):

Owner's Name: _C_l:l_S__Mc'_A&n#ﬂn

Lot Size: feet by feet.
(width) (depth)

Brief Description of Work to be Done:

Renovate _oFFice Front Facade
_&LSI-?\: BOXQ? !AJA!.'FC J-—fbc:')r/t:QS‘ /5._/1’1(( dcmr
U)l‘f/\dj imulated crilles between Uc{qgs and
(1) 6°X 6° '?fc:{'u-—({: window with S:‘ma/a;'fc_d_(jm'//e;
bngecm 5lass

| understand that all applications for a Certificate of Appropriateness that require review by the Historic
Preservation Commission must be submitted by 5:00 p.m. on the 15th of the month prior to the meeting
I wish to attend; otherwise consideration will be delayed until the following HPC meeting. An incomplete
application will not be accepted. ! understand approved requests are valid for one year.

OfﬁceUseOn!y Hdl WJO Idrﬂ’{

(Name of Applicant™- type or print)

(Date Received) (Initials)
W ACTION l;lgd Macnolia Schosl Rd
O Approve (Mailing JLB-SS) ﬂ' . 2 7;;{%@ Code)

O Approved with Conditions

a
O Denied 0-¢-(5 2~ -5¢¢65%
O Withdrawn ate) A Daytime Phone Number
O Staff Approval a’e M
(§‘ignature of Applicant)

Date) (Authorized Signature) o

Upon being signed and dated below by the Planning Department or designee, this application becomes a
Minor Works Certificate of Appropriateness. It is valid until . Issuance of a Minor
Works Certificate shall not relieve the applicant, contractor, tenant, or preperty owner from obtaining any
other permit required by City code or any law. Minor work projects not approved by staff will be fowarded
to the Historic Preservation Commission for review at its next meeting.

(Minor Work Auth. Sig.) (Date)

Applicant’s presence or that of your authorized representative is required at the meeting of the
Historic Preservation Commission at which the application is to be considered. You must give
written permission to your authorized representative to attend the hearing on your behalf.
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Staff Report

131 North Market Street

The application for the property located at 131 N Market Street is requesting approval to renovate the
front facade of the property.

The applicant would like to install a 3x6 foot fiberglass door with 15 lights that has simulated muntins
between the glass. They would also like to install a 6x6 foot picture window that also has simulated
muntins between the glass. The applicant would like to mimic what was done on the front facade at 248
Main Street.

The Design Guidelines state to retain and preserve historic windows and doors. However, the original
‘windows and doors of this structure have already been replaced in the past.

* Chapter 3.4.11: “The introduction of new window and door openings into the principal
elevations of a structure is not recommended. If permitted, new openings shouid he
proportionally the same as existing openings and should have matching sash, glass, sills, frames,
casings, and muntin patterns.” The Design Guidelines also state in

e Chapter 3.7.5: “If reconstructing a historic storefront, base the design on historic research,
physical evidence, and photographic documentation, if available. Recreate the original
architectural elements including overall proportions, fenestration, dimensions, and orientation.”

* Chapter 5.2.10: “If vinyl-clad windows are used, they must have permanent exterior muntins to
match the existing windows.”



Adjacent Property Owners — 131 North Market Street

Rachel Midgette
322 Post Road
Bath, NC 27808

Jesse T. Rawls
127 North Market Street
Washington, NC 27889

Edna R. Woolard
207 West 12 Street
Washington, NC 27889

Michael Gregory Ward
503 Bay Lake Street
Chocowinity, NC 27817

Clarence Tetterton
PO Box 324
Washington, NC 27889

Wayland Sermons Jr
PO Box 69
Washington, NC 27889

Betty Stewart
121 North Market Street
Washington, NC 27889

Beaufort County
112 West 2™ Street
Washington, NC 27889

Page Family LLC
PO Box 1828
Washington, NC 27889



REQUEST FOR COMMISSION ACTION

To: Historic Preservation Commission
From: Emily Rebert, Planning & Development
Re: 131 North Market Street- Front Facade Renovations

A request has been made by Mr. Chris Mclendon for a Certificate of Appropriateness to
renovate the front office facade. This will include installing a 3x6 foot fiberglass door with 15
lights that has simulated muntins between the glass. He would also like to install a 6x6 foot
picture window that also has simulated muntins between the glass, located at 131 North
Market Street. Please review the Design Guidelines, specifically Chapter 3.4 Windows and
Doors, Chapter 3.7 Storefronts, and 5.2 Residential Construction.

To grant such a request, the Historic Preservation Commission must make findings of fact, which
are included in the sample motions below. Any conditions the Commission feels appropriate
may be attached to the mation.

Possible Actions

I move that the Historic Preservation Commission grant a Certificate of Appropriateness to Mr.
Chris Mclendon to renovate the front'fagade of the structure located at 131 North Market
Street. This motion is based on the following findings of fact: the application is congruous with
the Historic Preservation Commission Design Guidelines, specifically Chapter 3.4 Windows and
Doors, Chapter 3.7 Storefronts, and 5.2 Residential Construction.

Or

I move that the Historic Preservation Commission grant a Certificate of Appropriateness to Mr.
Chris Mclendon to renovate the front facade of the structure located at 131 North Market
Street. This motion is based on the following findings of fact: the application is congruous with
the Historic Preservation Commission Design Guidelines, specifically Chapter 3.4 Windows and
Doors, Chapter 3.7 Storefronts, and 5.2 Residential Construction. | further move that the Historic
Preservation Commission place the following conditions on the approval:

Or

| move that the Historic Preservation Commission deny a Certificate of Appropriateness to Mr.
Chris Mclendon to renovate the front fagade of the structure located at 131 North Market
Street. This motion is based on the following findings of fact: the application is not congruous
with the Historic Preservation Commission Design Guidelines, specifically Chapter 3.4 Windows
and Doors, Chapter 3.7 Storefronts, and 5.2 Residential Construction.
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iy < CITY OF WASHINGTON
Washindton

+ DOWNTOWN DEVELOPMENT G HISTORIC PRESERVATION

Subject: Certificate of Appropriateness — 131 N Market Street
Dear Adjoining Property Owner,

Whenever exterior renovation work is being conducted in the Washington Historic District all
property owners within 100 feet of the proposed construction activities are required to be
notified by the City of Washington. According to the application submitted by the City of
Washington, your propety is located within 100 feet of the above referenced property.

A request has been made by the owner to renovate the front fagade of the
structure.

You are welcomed and encouraged to attend the reularly scheduled meeting of the Washington
Historic Commission. Please note the following date, time, and place:

Date: Tuesday November 3, 2015

Place: City Hall - Municipal building, 102 East Second Street. Enter from the Market
Street side of the building and go to the second floor,

Time: 7:00 PM
In the meantime, should you have any questions please feel free to contact me.

Sincerely,

%mcg( @2&&}(&

Emily Rebert

Community Development Planner
Historic Preservation

erebert @washingtonne gov

252.946.0897




New Business
Major Works

Glenn Williams
201 West Main Street



APPLICATION FOR A CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS =
Historic Preservation Commission
Washington, NC

To: Washington Historic Preservation Commission
102 East 2nd Street Please use Black Ink
Washington, NC 27889

Street Address of Property: Lol W. M [ia WY Sf\'tg_‘(‘_'

Historic Property/Name (if applicable): _(Sfemm-

Owner's Name: Gleww Wil sms

Lot Size: feet by feet.

(width) {depth)

Brief Description of Work to be Done:

ECFI*CQ- tirnuson % &wuwj o Cogger Mn/{‘c_v}azL

| understand that all applications for a Certificate of Appropriateness that require review by the Historic
Preservation Commission must be submitted by 5:00 p.m. on the 15th of the month prior to the meeting

| wish to attend; otherwise consideration will be delayed until the following HPC meeting. An incomplete
application will not be accepted. | understand approved requests are valid for one year.

Office Use Only Glewn O H.M'MS
[Name of Applicant - type or prift)

(Date Received) (Initials)
ACTION O Box %( LS 2.1 ?(5()
C Approved alling Address (Zip Code}
© Approved with Conditions ~ -
O Denied ] 1f23fis” 252- 945~ 134%
O Withdrawn (Ddte) ¢4 = « (Daylime Phone Number)

O Staff Approval

{Date) (Authorized Signature) (Signatdre of Applicant)

Upon being signed and dated below by the Planning Department or designee, this application becomes a
Minor Works Certificate of Appropriateness. It is valid until . Issuance of a Minor
Works Certificate shall not relieve the applicant, contractor, tenant, or property owner from obtaining any
other permit required by City code or any law. Minor work projects not approved by staff will be fowarded
to the Historic Preservation Commission for review at its next meeting.

{Minor Work Auth. Sig.) (Date)

Applicant's presence or that of your authorized representative is required at the meeting of the
Historic Preservation Commission at which the application is to be considered. You must give

written permission to your authorized representative to attend the hearing on your behalf.
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Staff Report

201 West Main Street

The application for the property located at 201 West Main Street is requesting approval to renovate the
front facade of the property.

The applicant would like to replace the vinyl on the transom and the awning with copper material.

Copper is a historic material that has been used for centuries and served many purposes, including
roofing.

The Design Guidelines states in Chapter 3.7 Storefronts:

e Chapter 3.7.5 “If reconstructing a historic storefront, bases the design on historic
research, physical evidence, and photographic documentation, if available. Recreate the

original architectural elements including overall proportions, fenestration, dimensions,
and orientation.”



Adjoining Property Owners — 201 West Main Street

Randy Walker
PO Box 2632
Washington, N.C. 27889

Charles Rodney Schmitt
202 West Main Street
Washington, N.C. 27889

Melton Everett
213 East Main Street
Washington, NC 27889

PGML LLC
107 island Lane
Washington, NC 27889

Friedman-Ravenwood LL.C
401 Moss Landing Ste 301
Washington, NC 27889

Sid Hassell
PO Box 2187
Washington, NC 27889

New Vision Parthers
1205 Kinsdale Drive
Raleigh, NC 27615



REQUEST FOR COMMISSION ACTION

To: Historic Preservation Commission
From: Emily Rebert, Planning & Development
Re: 201 West Main Street- Front Facade Renovations

A request has been made by Mr. Glenn Williams for a Certificate of Appropriateness to
renovate the front office facade. This will include replacing the wood over the transom and
awning with copper material located at 201 West Main Street. Currently wood covers the
transom and the awning is a fabric material. Please review the Design Guidelines, specifically
Chapter 3.7 Storefronts.

To grant such a request, the Historic Preservation Commission must make findings of fact, which
are included in the sample motions below. Any conditions the Commission feels appropriate
may be attached to the motion.

Possible Actions

I move that the Historic Preservation Commission grant a Certificate of Appropriateness to Mr.
Glenn Williams to renovate the front fagade of the structure located at 201 West Main Street.
This motion is based on the following findings of fact: the application is congruous with the
Historic Preservation Commission Design Guidelines, specifically Chapter 3.7 Storefronts.

Or

| move that the Historic Preservation Commission grant a Certificate of Appropriateness to Mr.
Glenn Williams to renovate the front facade of the structure located at 201 West Main Street.
This motion is based on the following findings of fact: the application is congruous with the
Historic Preservation Commission Design Guidelines, specifically Chapter 3.7 Storefronts. |
further move that the Historic Preservation Commission place the following conditions on the
approval:

Or

I move that the Historic Preservation Commission deny a Certificate of Appropriateness to Mr.
Glenn Williams to renovate the front fagade of the structure located at 201 West Main Street.
This motion is based on the following findings of fact: the application is not congruous with the
Historic Preservation Commission Desigh Guidelines, specifically Chapter 3.7 Storefronts.
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ity == CITY OF WASHINGTON
Washington

» DOWNTOWN DEVELOPMENT 0 HISTORIC PRESERVATION

Subject: Certificate of Appropriateness — 201 W Main Street
Dear Adjoining Property Owner,

Whenever exterior renovation work is being conducted in the Washington Historic District all
property owners within 100 feet of the proposed construction activities are required to be
notified by the City of Washington. According to the application submitted by the City of
Washington, your propety is located within 100 feet of the above referenced property.

A request has been made by the owner to replace transom and awning with copper
material.

You are welcomed and encouraged to attend the reularly scheduled meeting of the Washington
Historic Commission. Please note the following date, time, and place:

Date: Tuesday November 3, 2015

Place: City Hall - Municipal building, 102 East Second Street. Enter from the Market
Street side of the building and go to the second floor.

Time: 7:00 PM
In the meantime, should you have any questions please feel free to contact me.

Sincerely,

@m&% @;&@/{é

Emily Rebert
Community Development Planner
Historic Preservation




New Business
Major Works

Patricia Lewis and Lori Hardee
409 East 2nd Street



APPLICATION FOR A CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
Historic Preservation Commission
Washington, NC

To: Washington Historic Preservation Commission
102 East 2nd Street Please use Black ink

Washington, NC 27889

Street Address of Property: Ll' Oq E f 0’7 4. d' W

Historic Property/Name (if applicable): .
Owner's Name: ?ﬂ+r1 214 Lﬁwls I/ Z.Or(, m

Lot Size: feet by feet.
(width) (depth)

ve barn orcacnd 7o

Brief Description of Work to be Done: Hﬁpm Jhat J%&%M&
Instoll, 213 Ligewnfudd privasy foneso= photo ’

attbehod.  We woundd Yl Yo “f@ul\,u, . palarity

& - 57 Yo fbb mtjﬁﬂ,ﬁﬂ %j

L~

[ |
‘&Lﬁﬁlﬁéj&m— _ {or &@am’-u’ and J;:w" Vaar?)(
o _haite 3o v mu Apo 4z hu tudte, Ao w) dests

Worrypoy ahout him « o dsct sapact o é?’ﬁ%f%

I understand th | applications for a Certificate of Appropriateness that require review byt

Preservation Commission must be submitted by 5:00 p.m. on the 15th of the month prior to the meeting)if
I wish to attend; otherwise consideration will be delayed untit the following HPC meeting. An incomplete
application will not be accepted. | understand approved requests are valid for one year. ”’Zﬁ )g%,
Office Use Only Pﬂj‘ 1-3&01 > TLOT‘ } H@V 5{&5 #e e
(Name of Applicant - type or print) 7
(Date Received) (Initials) \
ACTION 409 £, Ind 51 . Washin aton, NC 2189

O Approved (Matling Address) ‘ v Zip Code)

O Approved with Conditions

O Denied 353 —Q/7—¢55¢

C  Withdrawn (Date) {Daytime Phone Number)

O Staff Approval ‘ﬂ ’%&U) \ .

— ot Foudis |

(Date) (Authorized Signature) (Stgnature of Applicant) e

Upon being signed and dated below by the Planning Department or designee, this application becomes a
Minor Works Certificate of Appropriateness. It is valid until . Issuance of a Minor
Works Certificate shall not relieve the applicant, contractor, tenant, or property owner from obtaining any
other permit required by City code or any law. Minor work projects not approved by staff will be fowarded
to the Historic Preservation Commission for review at its next meeting.

(Minor Work Auth. Sig.) (Date)

Applicant's presence or that of your authorized representative is required at the meeting of the

Historic Preservation Commission at which the application is to be considered. You must give

written permission to your authorized representative to attend the hearing on your behalf.




Proposal

WHITEHURST and SON'S FENCE CO, INC.

P.O. BOX 6083
GREENVILLE, NORTH CAROLINA 27835
PHONE (252) 752-2736

NC 1-800-682-6555

FAX (252) 752-7894
PROPOSAL SUBMITTED TO ATTN: DATE
Pat Lewis 8/26/2015

JOB NAME & JOB LOCATION

409 E. 2nd. St.
CITY, STATE & ZIP CODE PHONE
Washington, NC 27889 917-4534
Estimator FAX
Bob Kennedy gatwtewisssggmail.com

Wa heraby sutmit specifications and eztimales for-

Install 278 L.F. of Pressure Treated Pine Privacy Fence
1) 6 x 6 Double Gate Posts/4 x 4 Single Gate-Fence Posts-French Gothic Top
2) 2 x 4 Back Rails
3) 1 x 6 Dog Eared Pickets
4) One(1) 10' Wide Double Gate On Aluminum Frame

5) Two{2) 4' Wide Single Gates On Aluminum Frames
Total Labor and Materials:
TERMS: 50% Deposit/Balance On Completion

WE PROPFOSE hereby to furnish material and labor - to complete in accordance with 2bove specifications, for the sum of

As Above
Payment to be made as follows:

As Above

Authorized Signature

NOTE: This proposal may be withdrawn by us if not accepled within 15 days.

Acceptance of Proposal - The above prices specifications and

conditions are satisfactory and are hereby accepted. You are Signature
authorized to do the work as specified. Payment will be made

as oullined above. Should payment not be paid as agreed, any

cost of collection including interest and attorney's fees, etc. shall Signature
be paid by the customer.

Date of Acceptance;










Staff Report

409 East Second Street

The application for the property located at 409 East Second Street is requesting approval to install a 6
foot privacy fence on the tertiary elevation of the property.

The applicant would like to install a 278 linear foot privacy fence. The fence will enclose the majority of
the backyard, including the original barn. The perimeter will be stepped in a few feet from the outer
edge of the house so not be as noticeable from the streetscape.

The Design Guidelines states in Chapter 4.6 Fences and Walls:
¢ Chapter4.6.6 “New fences and walls should be of a design that is appropriate to the
architectural style and period of the historic structure.”
* Chapter 4.6.8 “Privacy fencing shall only be allowed in the rear yard. If a majority of a privacy
fence is visible from the public right-of-way, a landscape buffer shall be included. No fence,
including a privacy fence, shall exceed six (6) feet in height.”



Adjacent Property Owners — 409 East 2" Street

Donald Perkins
605 East 2™ Street
Washington, NC 27889

George Nemecz
2225 Dungiven Ct.
Garner, NC 27592

Tim Crompton
421 East 2™ Street
Washington, NC 27889

Virgil Carroll Jenkins Jr
412 East Main Street
Washington, NC 27889

Attila Nemecz
415 East 2™ Street
Washington, NC 27889

John Baugher
414 East 2" Street
Washington, NC 27889

Daniel Mallison
PO Box 2005
Washington, NC 27889

Rita Buck
PO Box 808
Chocowinity, NC 27817

First Christian Church
401 East 2" Street
Washington, NC 27889



REQUEST FOR COMMISSION ACTION

To: Historic Preservation Commission
From: Emily Rebert, Planning & Development
Re: 409 East Second Street- Construction of a fence

A request has been made by Ms. Pat Lewis for a Certificate of Appropriateness to add a six
foot high wooden fence to enclose the rear property yard located at 409 East Second Street.
Please review the Design Guidelines, specifically Chapter 4.0 Streetscape and Site Design
Section 4.6 Fences and Walls.

To grant such a request, the Historic Preservation Commission must make findings of fact,
which are included in the sample motions below. Any conditions the Commission feels
appropriate may be attached to the motion.

Possible Actions

I move that the Historic Preservation Commission grant a Certificate of Appropriateness to Ms.

Pat Lewis to add a six foot high wooden privacy fence to enclose the rear property yard located
at 409 East Second Street. This motion is based on the following findings of fact: the application
is congruous with the Historic Preservation Commission Design Guidelines, specifically Chapter

4.0 Streetscape and Site Design Section 4.6 Fences and Walls.

Or

I move that the Historic Preservation Commission grant a Certificate of Appropriateness to Ms.
Pat Lewis to add a six foot high wooden privacy fence to enclose the rear property yard located
at 409 East Second Street. This motion is based on the following findings of fact: the application
is congruous with the Historic Preservation Commission Design Guidelines, specifically Chapter
4.0 Streetscape and Site Design Section 4.6 Fences and Walls. | further move that the Historic
Preservation Commission place the following conditions on the approval:

Or

I move that the Historic Preservation Commission deny a Certificate of Appropriateness to Ms,
Pat Lewis to add a six foot high wooden privacy fence to enclose the rear property yard located
at 409 East Second Street. This motion is based on the following findings of fact: the application
is not congruous with the Historic Preservation Commission Design Guidelines, specifically
Chapter 4.0 Streetscape and Site Design Section 4.6 Fences and Walls.
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Washington

CITY OF WASHINGTON

DOWNTOWN DEVELOPMENT 0O HISTORIC PRESERVATION

Subject: Certificate of Appropriateness — 409 E 2™ Street
Dear Adjoining Property Owner,

Whenever exterior renovation work is being conducted in the Washington Historic District all
property owners within 100 feet of the proposed construction activities are required to be
notified by the City of Washington. According to the application submitted by the City of
Washington, your propety is located within 100 feet of the above referenced property.

A request has been made by the owner to install a 6 foot high wooden privacy fence
to enclose the rear property yard.

You are welcomed and encouraged to attend the reularly scheduled meeting of the Washington
Historic Commission. Please note the following date, time, and place:

Date: Tuesday November 3, 2015

Place: City Hall - Municipal building, 102 East Second Street. Enter from the Market
Street side of the building and go to the second floor.

Time: 7:00 PM
In the meantime, should you have any questions please feel free to contact me.

Sincerely,

%ﬁug DRcbere

Emily Rebert
Community Development Planner




121 E Second ST.

Installation of wooden
railing on wheelchair
ramp



APPLICATION FOR A CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
Historic Preservation Commission
Washington, NC

To: Washington Historic Preservation Commission
102 East 2nd Street Please use Black Ink

Washington, NC 27889
Street Address of Property: /f/ g ﬂ/’t/)/) ST

Historic Property/Name (if applicable):
Owner's Name: (A hr/ mel A )1/

Lot Size: feet by feet.
(width) (depth)

Brief Description of Work to be Done;

INSTAZL. Lernd MAIN NG T+ S Pl ES To

_LoNEEL CHAL RAMPE

| understand that all applications for a Certificate of Appropriateness that require review by the Historic
Preservation Commission must be submitted by 5:00 p.m. on the 15th of the month prior to the meeting
I wish to attend; otherwise consideration will be delayed until the following HPC meeting. An incomplete
application will not be accepted. | understand approved requests are valid for one year

Office Use Only @é‘.m;\/ MALEA
me 01 Applicant - type or print)

(Date Received) (initials)

ACTION [/ E Ard ST

O Approved ailing Address) {Zip Code)
O Approved with Conditions

O Denied T Oo’l‘ﬂ?—/-f %9 552%56) 7
(Dat

O Withdrawn / Z aytime Phone Number)
ol /W

C Staff Approval
(Date) (Authorized Signature) gnature of Applicant)

Upon being signed and dated befow by the Planning Department or designee, this application becomes a
Minor Works Certificate of Appropriateness. It is valid until . Issuance of a Minor
Works Certificate shall not relieve the applicant, contractor, tenant, or property owner from obtaining any
other permit required by City code or any law. Minor work projects not approved by staff will be fowarded
to the Historic Preservation Commission for review at its next meeting.

{Minor Work Auth. Sig.) (Date)

Applicant's presence or that of your authorized representative is required at the meeting of the
Historic Preservation Commission at which the application is to be considered. You must give

written permission to your authorized representative to attend the hearing on your behalf.







121 East
~ Second ST




Staff Report

121 East Second Street

The application for the property located at 121 East Second Street is requesting approval to install a
railing on the wheelchair access ramp of the property.

The applicant would like to install a wooden railing on the wheelchair ramp located on the western side
of the property. The railing will look like the bannister on the porch, but have larger gaps between the
spindles to differentiate between the new and old construction.

The Design Guidelines states in Chapter 5.3 Additions:
* Chapter 5.3.3 “Additions should be compatible in materials, design... to the main structure...”
¢ Chapter 5.3.4 “Additions ... should always be compatible with the existing historic structure.”
= Chapter 5.3.5 “Additions should never mimic or recreate the architecture of the primary historic
structure.”



Adjacent Property Owners - 121 East 2™ Street

Don Stroud
127 East 2™ Street
Washington, NC 27889

Thomas Kevin Cherry
3232 7" Ave NE
Washington, DC 20017

Jayne D. Wall
111 S. Reed Drive
Washington, NC 27889

Ford Freeman
100 Riverside Drive Apt. 2
Washington, NC 27889

Benjamin Clark
116 N. Bonner Street
Washington, NC 27889

Richard M. Young
142 East Main Street
Washington, NC 27889

Nickel & Dime Properties
128 Abbey Lane
Washington, NC 27889

Sherri E. Dean
122 East 2™ Street
Washington, NC 27889

Elmo T. Carawan
114 North Bonner Street
Washington, NC 27889

City of Washington
PO Box 1988
Washington, NC 27889

Martha Matthews
140 East Main Street
Washington, NC 27889

STC Holdings, LLC
102 E. Victoria CT Ste A
Greenville, NC 27858



REQUEST FOR COMMISSION ACTION

To: Historic Preservation Commission
From: Emily Rebert, Planning & Development
Re: 121 East Second Street- Installation of Wood Railings

A request has been made by Mr. Calvin McLean for a Certificate of Appropriateness to install a
wood railing and spindles to the wheel chair ramp on the western side of the structure located
at 121 East Second Street. Please review the Design Guidelines, specifically Chapter 5.3
Additions,

To grant such a request, the Historic Preservation Commission must make findings of fact, which
are included in the sample motions below. Any conditions the Commission feels appropriate
may be attached to the motion.

Possible Actions

I move that the Historic Preservation Commission grant a Certificate of Appropriateness to Mr.
Calvin McLean to install a wood railing and spindles to the wheel chair ramp on the western side
of the structure located 121 East Second Street. This motion is based on the following findings of
fact: the application is congruous with the Historic Preservation Commission Design Guidelines,
specifically Chapter 3.5 Additions.

Cr

I move that the Historic Preservation Commission grant a Certificate of Appropriateness to Mr.
Calvin McLean to install a wood railing and spindles to the wheel chair ramp on the western side
of the structure located at 121 East Second Street. This motion is based on the following findings
of fact: the application is congruous with the Historic Preservation Commission Design
Guidelines, specifically Chapter 3.5 Additions. | further move that the Historic Preservation
Commission place the following conditions on the approval:

Or

| move that the Historic Preservation Commission deny a Certificate of Appropriateness to Mr.
Calvin Mclean to instail a wood railing and spindles to the wheel chair ramp on the western side
of the structure located at 121 East Second Street. This motion is based on the following findings
of fact: the application is not congruous with the Historic Preservation Commission Design
Guidelines, specifically Chapter 3.5 Additions.
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Subject: Certificate of Appropriateness — 121 E 2™ Street

Dear Adjoining Property Owner,

Whenever exterior renovation work is being conducted in the Washington Historic District all
property owners within 100 feet of the proposed construction activities are required to be
notified by the City of Washington. According to the application submitted by the City of
Washington, your propety is located within 100 feet of the above referenced property.

A request has been made by the owner to install a wood railing and spindles to the
wheel chair ramp on the western side of the structure.

You are welcomed and encouraged to attend the reularly scheduled meeting of the Washington
Historic Commission. Please note the following date, time, and place:

Date: Tuesday November 3, 2015

Place: City Hall - Municipal building, 102 East Second Street. Enter from the Market
Street side of the building and go to the second floor.

Time: 7:00 PM
In the meantime, should you have any questions please feel free to contact me.

Sincerely,

%m&g @;é&w

Emily Rebert

Community Development Planner
Historic Preservation
erebert@washingtonne.gov
252.946.0897




New Business
Minor Works



APPLICATION FOR A CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
Historic Preservation Commission
Washington, NC

To: Washington Historic Preservation Commission
102 East 2nd Street Please use Black Ink

Washington, NC 27889

Street Address of Property: 2l Flemmpos ST

Historic Property/Name (if applicable):
Owner's Name: TERLAOD CARCAATT 10O

Lot Size: feet by feet.
(width) (depth)

Brief Description of Work to be Done:

EEMOVAL OF DECAVY/OEG FPacad TREE /00 BAKNARD

I understand that all appiications for a Certificate of Appropriateness that require review by the Historic
Preservation Commission must be submitted by 5:00 p.m. on the 15th of the month prior to the meeting
[ wish to attend; otherwise consideration will be delayed until the following HPC meeting. An incomplete
application will not be accepted. | understand approved requests are valid for one year.

Office Use Only DIMON (K. Jreoni>
(Name of Applicant - Type or print)
(Date Received) (Initials) —
ACTION 2\ FLEMINYS ST, 27285
2 Approved e, (Mailing Address) {Zip Code)
O Approved with Conditions
S Denied — 1 _iofos/z0i5 zs2-947-z075
O Withdrawn (Date)’ ' (Daytime Phone Number)
O Staff Approval
Date) (Authorized Signature (

Upon being signed and dated below by the Planning Department or designee, this application becomes a
Minor Works Certificate of Appropriateness. It is valid until . Issuance of a Minor
Works Certificate shall not relieve the applicasteq) tractor, tenant, or property owner from obtaining any
other permit required by City code or any lfw. Mino™work pr ects not approved by staff will be fowarded

to the Historic Preservation Commission-for Teview at its pexiregting —————
—PRET 150 ek2ais

— s

inopANSN-Anth. Sig.) (Date)

Applicant's presence or that of your authorized representative is required at the meeting of the
Historic Preservation Commission at which 1 the application is to be considered. You must give

written permission to your authorized representative to attend the hearing on your behalf.




APPLICATION FOR A CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
Historic Preservation Commission
Washington, NC

To: Washington Historic Preservation Commission
102 East 2nd Street Please use Black Ink

Washington, NC 27889

Street Address of Property: 10 N. D\CQAQN\\I{ C)-\-'r‘c.c..'\‘

Historic Property/Name (if applicable):

Owner's Name: i ‘-O*' Q\'\r‘\ U'\:\ o Q“\‘»\-"C\‘\

Lot Size: feet by feet,
(width) (depth)

Brief Description of Work to be Done:
RcPa..\ = 'Qf‘oi\'\' "Dor N ra..‘\ \% N % u A\'\’\
So-mne, fNosrerioll . |

I understand that all applications for a Certificate of Appropriateness that require review by the Historic
Preservation Commission must be submitted by 5:00 p.m. on the 15th of the month prior to the meeting
| wish to attend; otherwise consideration will be delayed until the following HPC meeting. An incomplete
application will not be accepted. | understand approved requests are valid for one year.

Office Use Only {Nd_m_é ”i”
ame of Applicant - fype or pAnT)

(Date Received) (Initials)

ACTION 09 Firwoy OF, 2748
% Approved ﬁ_ ailing Addre$s) (Zip Code

O Approved with Conditions y 5 p ¢
O Denied Ig bl 252 -943-727
Date)

O Withdrawn (Daytime Phone Number)
O Staff Approval ,
(Date) (Authornzed Signature) (élgéature 04 Applicant)
Upen being signed and dated below by the Planning Department or designee, this application becomes a
Minor Works Certificate of Appropriateness. It is valid until . Issuance of a Minor

tenant, or property owner from obtaining any
E not approved by staff will be fowarded

PR 201
(Ming/WErk\%uth. sigh (Date)

Applicant’s presence or that of your authorized representative is required at the meeting of the
Historic Preservation Commission at which the application is to be considered. You must give
written permission to your authorized representative to attend the hearing on vour behalf.

Works Certificate shall not relieve the applica
other permit required by City code or any lag.
to the Historic Preservation Commission-for review




APPLICATION FOR A CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
Historic Preservation Commission
Washington, NC

To: Washington Historic Preservation Commission
102 East 2nd Street Please use Black Ink

Washington, NC 27889
Street Address of Property: _ 18 N orth T ohner O,

Historic Property/Name (if applicable):
Willtam Ce oM

Owner's Name;:

Lot Size: feet by feet.
(width) (depth)

Brief Description of Work to be Done:

Re,PcL’\P * \'b{)\&-c_.e_,(\ LIV NA oW D o \)t.gor‘G.
/Re;p\o.&e. 'b‘tdii\s wi . LT moteri <)

| understand that all applications for a Certificate of Appropriateness that require review by the Historic
Preservation Commission must be submitted by 5:00 p.m. on the 15th of the month prior to the meeting
I wish to attend; otherwise consideration will be delayed until the following HPC meeting. An incomplete
application will not be accepted. | understand approved requests are valid for one year.

Office Use Only {4 }{( l\ \ G C@O[/U‘ an

(Name Of Applicant - type or print)

(Date Received) ACTION (Initials) ‘i( {D N Q@“’S Yesss, giﬁ 27%T

& Approved TR (Malling Address) ¢ (Zip Code)
O Approved with Conditions
C Denied /0" /g %
O Withdrawn (Date) (Daytime Phone Number)
O Staff Approval ) 7 <7

pp ] _"‘ f /'/ ’ l"z' _ .l-" /
Date) {Authorized Signature) atdre HFAppIIGENtY

Upon being signed and dated below by the Planning Depaftment or designee, this application becomes a
Minor Works Certificate of Appropriateness. It is valid until . Issuance of a Minor
Works Certificate shall not relieve the applicant, contractor, tenant, or property owner from obtaining any
other permit required by City code or any law. Minor work projects not approved by staff will be fowarded
to the Historic Preservation Commission for review at its next meeting.

(Minor Work Auth. Sig.) ' (Date)

Applicant's presence or that of your authorized representative is required at the meeting of the
Historic Preservation Commission at which the application is to be considered. You must give
written permission to your authorized representative to attend the hearing on your behalf.




APPLICATION FOR A CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
Historic Preservation Commission
Washington, NC

To: Woashington Historic Preservation Commission
102 East 2nd Street Please use Black Ink

Washington, NC 27889

Street Address of Property:  _ /02 MLK

Historic Property/Name (if applicable): _M&ﬂafa‘_‘na_,dﬂﬁ_zua_@ﬁadﬁ
Owner's Name: MQQMLM_MJJM

Lot Size: X0 feet by 12 feet.
(width) (depth)

Brief Description of Work to be Done:
2 vaCIo / remodl Xl ting ' A l oot § .. i 3420 Y. o A0S .

a¥a yar ASTAH D 2F. Iy C (Y. .7 0 € o ey I /it SiV’d

| understand that all applications for a Certificate of Appropriateness that require review by the Historic
Preservation Commission must be submitted by 5:00 p.m. on the 15th of the month prior to the meeting
I wish to aftend; otherwise consideration will be delayed until the following HPC meeting. An incomplete
application will not be accepted. | understand approved requests are valid for one year.

Office Use Only MML
ame of Applicant - fype or prnnt)
(Date Received) (Initials)
ACTION ¥J -
Approved P74 (Mailing Address ip Code)

O™ Approved with Conditions

O Denied ng /13 /I‘S’ - d

O Withdrawn afe) * i one Number

O Staff Approval /(
(Date) (Authorized Signature) .
Upon being signed and dated below by the Planning Department or desideée, this application becomes a
Minor Works Certificate of Appropriateness. It is valid until . Issuance of a Minor
Works Certificate shall not relieve the applicant, contractor, te m obtaining any
other permit required by City code or any law. Minpework projec Q) ; yill be fowarded
to the Historic Preservation Gommission for reviw._at its pe Eatir ‘ Z ) 15

(Date)

Applicant's presence or that of your authorized representative is required at the meeting of the
Historic Preservation Commission at which the application is to be considered. You must give
written permission to your authorized representative to attend the hearing on your behalf.




APPLICATION FOR A CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
Historic Preservation Commission
Washington, NC

To: Washington Historic Preservation Commission
102 East 2nd Street Please use Black Ink

Washington, NC 27889

Street Address of Property: L‘é S £ L
Historic Property/Name (if applicable): _Mgz N'df‘ w
Owner's Name: :J?o"\- , erl NS

Lot Size: SO feet by 200 feet.

(width) (depth)

Brief Description of Work to be Done:
neld | qu‘l'}<f.s SN, ﬁé'\d’ Pdf*c[é\ %@N—L CO\GY" & ‘%U&.

J
e

| understand that all applications for a Certificate of Appropriateness that require review by the Historic
Preservation Commission must be submitted by 5:00 p.m. on the 15th of the month prior to the meeting
| wish to attend: otherwise consideration will be delayed until the following HPC meeting. An incomplete
application will not be accepted. | understand approved requests are valid for one year.

Office Use Only ]. ; n ' c,r}{IW.S
] tials) (Name of Applicant - type or print)
(Date Received) (Initials
ACTION 40% -'2917(;-4' 1. Cmehwik 17858

X; Approved CRI— | (Mailing Addréss) (Zip Code)
C Approved with Conditions

O Denied 2, &0
O Withdrawn aytime Phone Number)
O Staff Approval /é

(Date) (Authorized Signature) ignature of Appiicant)

Upon being signed and dated below by the Planning Department or designee, this application becomes a
Minor Works Certificate of Appropriateness. It is valid until . Issuance of a Minor
Works Certificate shall not relieve the applicant, contractor tenant or property owner from obtamlng any

other permit required by City code or any law.
> 140t 20is

to the Historic Preservation Commission for re
Sigi~N\ ——  (Date)

(Mlnor Work

Applicant's presence or that of your authorized representative is required at the meeting of the
Historic Preservation Commission at which the application is to be considered. You must give

written permission to your authorized representative to attend the hearing on your behalf.




APPLICATION FOR A CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
Historic Preservation Commission
Washington, NC

To: Washington Historic Preservation Commission
102 East 2nd Street Please use Black Ink

Washington, NC 27889
Street Address of Property: ;";/& /s %sz mz‘/{;" St s

95/{¢ /I; %/’f‘f

Historic Property/Name (if applicable).

. - > o e -
Owner's Name: /jﬂ -w‘{:‘ C;-"/""/s" 2/ Ldos 5 BE S
s R ”
Lot Size: Ko feet by JoF feet,
(width) (depth)

Brief Description of Work to be Done:

= Satkest
/‘.i_,rvfg %_5,5/ Zé)// o A a/j/’//w‘j LIt &
j/zwﬁyﬂ,//’ﬂ:#f /%’C //ﬂ/v"f €2 e A5l s S /Z»ﬂf

s

f// AT Aﬂ/)/raastft/af /",55.-,/) 4“’9/// A/j//qa, W/-’

(/M//é,ové W/%}ﬂ/vd/ ﬁz"rﬁ’/& (aé L2547, Z/n < (gyn/.::'./‘e L
//V/W.fﬁw/// ”//ﬂfg)&/l/( _j’rn/,ﬁ.

| understand that all applications for a Certificate of Appropriateness that require review by the Historic
Preservation Commission must be submitted by 5:00 p.m. on the 15th of the month prior to the meeting
[ wish to attend; otherwise consideration will be detayed until the following HPC meeting. An incomplete
application will not be accepted. | understand approved requests are valid for one year.

Office Use Only Aﬁamézf ._./.pimx/ %)Aﬂ,ug- <

{Name of Applicant - fype or priit)

(Date Received) (Initials) .
. ACTION g2 3 wery V< 27585
% Approved (Mailing Address) (Zip Code)
Approved with Conditions

O Denied ' s 4
O Withdrawn | img-hone Number)
O Staff Approval

(Date) (Authorized Signature) \

Upon being signed and dated below by the Planning Department or designee, this application becomes a

Minor Works Certificate of Appropriateness. It is valj . Issuance of a Minor

Works Certlf" cate shall not relieve the applica nt, or property owner from obtaining any
Zit? g d by staff will he fowarded

to the Historic Preservation Commis St re & al
th-9ig.) — (Date)

Applicant's presence or that of your authorized representative is required at the meeting of the
Historic Preservation Commission at which the application is to be considered. You must give

wriften permission to your authorlzed representative to attend the hearing on your behalf.




APPLICATION FOR A CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS
Historic Preservation Commission
Washington, NC

To: Washington Historic Preservation Commission
102 East 2nd Street Please use Black Ink

Washington, NC 27889
Street Address of Property: / 4/ 2 ﬁg Ajl_’_) S |

Historic Property/Name (if applicable):

Owner's Name: C)A{-V/’\/ /” cﬁ( é:q /\.)

Lot Size: feet by feet.
(width) (depth)

Brief Description of Work to be Done:

ZwsTAr? L ConlQin/SinG OrITs on) THE

EAST _SIDL 0F TRE RteinG . AJOT NSIRLE
[ Lot THE STREFET

| understand that all applications for a Certificate of Appropriateness that require review by the Historic
Preservation Commission must be submitted by 5:00 p.m. on the 15th of the month prior to the meeting
| wish to attend; otherwise consideration will be delayed until the following HPC meeting. An incompiete
application will not be accepted. ! understand approved requests are valid for one year.

Office Use Only v/ /4)’\/

ame of Applicant™- fype or prin

(Date Received) (Initials) =
ACTION ' A S) _
%, Approved ilﬁalilné Adaréess) {Zip Code)
O Approved with Conditio / -3
O Denied Yo 2w VYL 909{53 ?6/7
O Withdrawn (Da / (Daytime Phone Number)

O Staff Approval

(Date) {Authorized Signature) (Signature of Applicant)

Upon being signed and dated below by the Planning Department or designee, this application becomes a
Minor Works Certificate of Appropriateness. It is valid until . Issuance of a Minor
Works Certificate shall not relieve the applicant, contraster~ignant, or property owner from obtaining any
other permit required by City code or any law. Min sigcts not approvad by staff will be fowarded

. alwes

(Date’

Applicant's presence or that of your authorized representative is required at the meeting of the
Historic Preservation Commission at which the application is to be considered. You must give
written permission to your authorized representative to attend the hearing on your behalf.
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Masonry

Various types of masonry construction are
found in the district including brick, stone,
stucco, and concrete. Buildings in the
downtown commercial area are primarily
of brick construction while there are also
several examples of brick residential
structures. Just like with wood, masonry
construction contributes to a building's
historic character in its texture, color, size
and scale, and detailing. This
architectural detailing includes subtle
elements like variations in bond patterns
to more prominent detailing like corbelling,
brick cornices, quoins, etc.

Masonry must be property maintained in
order to prevent deterioration. Typical
masonry maintenance issues include
deteriorated mortar joints, broken or
chipped bricks, and loose bricks. Much of
this deterioration is due to the effects of
weather as well as improper maintenance
and cleaning.

Masonry Guidelines

3.2.6 Preserve and protect character-
defining masonry architectural
features including  corbelling,
cornices, sills, quoins, foundations

and walls.

3.2.7 Routinely inspect masonry
features for cracks, loose bricks,
and signs of weather damage
paying particular attention to

mortar joints.

3.2.8 Caulk may be used around doors
and windows to prevent water
penefration. Caulk is not an
appropriate material for repainting
joints,

Deteriorated masonry units should
be repaired rather than replaced
using materials that match the
original in size, texture, color, and
overall appearance. Synthetic
materials are prohibited on historic
structures for the wholesale
covering of a structure.

3.2.9

3.2.10 Do not apply paint to masonry
surfaces that were historically not

painted.

3.2.11 Removal of paint from a masonry
structure is encouraged when the
underlying masonry units are
character defining and are in good
condition, and only if safe and
proper paint removal procedures
are used resulting in no damage
to the masonry.

3.2.12 When cleaning is necessary,
proper technigues shotild be used.

o Use the gentlest means
possible including low-pressure
washing with detergent and
natural soft bristle brushes.
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Test the cleaning method on a
small area first because older
brick can be damaged by even
low-pressure washing

Use caution when utilizing
chemical cleaners. Test a small
area first {o determine that no
damaging effects will occur.
Run-off from chemical cleaning
must be controlled and
authorized by the City of
Washington prior to the
cleaning process.

Do not use sandblasting or
high-pressure water blasting to
clean historic masonry.

3.2.13 When repair to mortar joints is

needed due to cracks, missing
and crumbling mortar, and loose
bricks, use proper techniques for
repointing.

o Remove deteriorated mortar by
hand raking rather than using
electric saws and hammers
than can damage the brick

Match the original
strength, composition,
width, and profile of the
historic mortar joints.

texture,
color,

Repointing with mortar that is
stronger than the original, such
as Portland cement, can cause

rick to crack, break or spall.
Rﬁme based mortar is P

recommended for historic

brick. In  repointing mortar
joints, mortar of appropriate
PS| should be used.

o
3.2.14 A stone strengthener, water

repellent or a combination or both
may sometimes be used io
preserve soff brick, sandsiona
and porous masonry. It is
not recommended

fo waterproof masonry as a substitute foy

repointing or repair, water repetient

coatings are permitted as  they
do not frap moisture. Seatants are
prohibited.

Metal

Architectural metals are frequently found
in the historic district on both residential
and non-residential construction. Cast
iron columns, metal roofs, and wrought
iron details are typical metal treatments in
Washington and are important character-
defining elements of historic architecture.
Common maintenance and deterioration
issues include corrosion, rust, and peeling
paint. Corrosion and rust are particularly
problematic as they will continue to cause
deterioration of metal as long as it is
exposed.

Metal Guidelines

3.2.14 Preserve and protect character-
defining metal features including
cast iron columns, metal roofs,
gutters,  architectural details,
fences, gates, and hardware.

3.2.15 Routinely inspect metal features
for peeling paint, corrosion, and

rust.

3.2.16 Deteriorated metal should be
repaired rather than replaced.
Should the level of deterioration
warrant replacement, the element
shall match the original in design,

color, detail, and material.
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Preservation Brief 1: Assessing Cleaning and Water-Repsllent Treatments for Historic Masonry Buildings

te consulted prior to beginning a cleaning project, especially if it involves anything more than plain water washing. This
advance planning will ensure that the cleaning effluent or run-off, which is the combination of the deaning agent and the
substance removed from the masonry, is handled and disposed of in an envirenmentally sound and legal manner, Some
alkaling and acidic cleaners can be neutralized so that they can be safely discharged into storm sewers, However, most
solvent-based cleaners cannot be neutralized and are categorized as pollutants, and must be disposed of by a licensed
transport, storage and disposal facility, Thus, it is always advisable to consuit with the appropriate agencies before starting
to ¢lean to ensure that the project progresses smoothly and is not interrupted by a stop-work order because a required
permit wag hot obtained in advance.

Vinyl guttering or polyethylene-lined troughs placed around the perimeter of the base of the building can serve to catch
chemical cleaning waste as it is rinsed off the building. This will reduce the amount of chemicals entering and polluting the
soil, and also will keep the cleaning waste contained until it can be removed safely, Some patented cleaning systems have
developed special equipment to facilitate the containment and later disposal of cleaning waste,

Concern over the release of volatile erganic compounds (VOCs) into the air has resuited in the manufacture of new, more
environmentally responsible cleaners and palnt removers, while some materials traditionally used in cleaning may no longer
be available for these same reasons. Other health and safety concerns have created additional cleaning challenges, such as
lead paint removal, which is likely to require special removal and disposal techniques.

Cleaning can also cause damage to non-masonry materials en a building, including glass, metal
and wood. Thus, it is usually necessary to cover windows and doors, and other features that may
be vulnerable to chemical cleaners. They should be covered with plastic or polyethylene, or a
masking agent that is applied as & liguid which dries to form a thin protective film on glass, and
is easily peeled off after the cleaning is finished. Wingd drift, for example, can also damage other
property by carrying cleaning chemicals onto nearby automaobiles, resulting in etching of the
gtass or spolting of the paint finish. Similarly, airborne dust can enter surrounding buildings,
and excess water can collect in nearby yards and basements,

Safety Considerations
Possible health dangers of each method selected for the cleaning project must be considered

before selecting a cleaning method to avoid harm to the cleaning applicators, and the necessary The Inwer floors of this historic
I . . . . brigk and architectural terra-
precautions must be taken. The precautions listed in Material Safety Data Sheets (MSDS) that ootta :num;ng ';.;av:!:ee:rm
are provided with chamical products should always be followed, Protective clething, respirators, covered during chomice)
i i i . . deaning to protect ped-strians
hearing and face shields, and gloves must be provided to workers to be worn at all times, Acidic and vehicular affic from
and alkaline chemical cleaners in both liquid and vapor forms can also cause serious injury to potentialty harmful overspray,

Photo: NPS fifes.
passers-by. It may be necessary to schedule cleaning at night or weekends if the building is

located In @ busy urban area to reduce the potential danger of chemical averspray to pedestrians, Cleaning during non-
business hours will allow HVAC systems to be turned off and vents to be covered to prevent dangerous chemical fumes from
entering the building which will also ensure the safety of the buildingis occupants. Abrasive and rmechanical methods
produce dust which can pese a serious health hazard, particularly if the abrasive or the masonry contains silica.

Water-Repellent Coatings and Waterproof Coatings

To begin with, it is important to understand that waterproof coatings and water-repelient coatings are not the same.
Although these terms are frequently interchanged and commonly confused with one another, they are completely different
materials. Water-repellent coatings—often referred to incorrectly as "sealers", but which do not or should not "seal”—are
intended to keep liguid water from penetrating the surface but to allow water vapor to enter and leave, or pass through, the
surface of the masonry. Water-repellent coatings are generally transparent, or clear, although once applied some may
darken or discolor certain types of masonry while others may give it a glossy ot shiny appearance. Waterproof coatings
seal the surface from liquid water and from water vapor. They are usually epaque, or pigmented, and include bituminous
coatings and some efastomeric paints and coatings.

Water-Repellent Coatings

Water-repellent coatings are formulated to be vapor permeable, or "breathable". They do not seal the surface completely to
water vapor so it can enter the masonry wall as well as leave the wall. While the first water-repellent coatings te be
developed were primarily acrylic or silicone resins in organic solvents, now most water-repellent coatings are water-based
and formulated from modified siloxanes, silanes and other alkoxysilanes, or metallic stearates. While some of these products
are shipped from the factory ready to use, other water-borne water repellents must be diluted at the job site. Unlike earlier
water-repellent coatings which tended to form a “film" on the masonry surface, modern water-repelient coatings actuslly
penetrate inte the masonry substrate slightly and, generally, are almost invisible if properly applied to the masonry. They
are also more vapor permeable than the old coatings, yet they stilf reduce the vapor permeability of the masonry, Once
inside the wall, water vapor can condense at cold spots producing liquid water which, unlike water vapor, cannot escape

htip:fwww _nps.govitpsihow-to-preserve/briefs/1-cleaning-water-repeflent.htm
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Preservation Brief 1: Assessing Cleaning and Wafer-Repellent Treatments for Historic Masonry Buikdings

through a water-repellent coating. The liquid water within the wall, whether from condensation, leaking gutters, or other
sources, can cause considerable damage.

Water-repellent coatings are not consolidants. Although modern water-repellents may penetrate
slightty beneath the masonry surface, instead of just "sitting" on top of it, they do not perform
the same function as a consolidant which is to "consolidate™ and replace lost binder to strengthen
deteriorating masonry, Even after many years of laboratory study and testing, few consolidants
have proven very effective. The compesition of fired products such as brick and architectural
terra cotta, as well as many types of bullding stone, does not lend itself to consolldation.

Some modern water-repellent coatings which contain a binder intended to replace the natural
binders in stone that have been lost through weathering and natural erosion are described in
product literature as both a water repelient and a consclidant The fact that the newer water-
repellent coatings penetrate beneath the masonry surface instead of just forming a layer on top
of the surface may indeed convey at |least some consolidating properties to certain stones.

This clear ceating has failed

However, a water-repellent coating cannot be considered a consolidant, In some instances, a :t';i;s:s”i'f’;;f g':::: "rjpﬁ‘se
water-repellent or "praservative™ coating, if applied to already damaged or spalling stone, may files )

form a surface crust which, if it fails, may exacerbate the deterioration by pulling off even more
of the stone,

Is a Water-Repellent Treatment Necessary?

Water-repellent coatings are frequently applied to historic masonry buildings for the wrong reason. They also are often
applied without an understanding of what they are and what they are Intended to do. And these coatings can be very
difficult, if not impossible, to remove from the masonry if they fail or become discolored. Most importantly, the application of
water-repeilent coatings to historic masonry is usually unnecessary.

Most historic masonry buildings, unless they are painted, have survived for decades without a water-repelient coating and,
thus, probably do not need one now. Water penetration to the interior of a masonry building is seldom due to porous
masonry, bul results from poor or deferred maintenance. Leaking roofs, clogged or deteriorated gutters and downspouts,
missing mortar, or cracks and open joints around door and window openings are almost always the cause of _moisture-
refated problems in a historic masonry buﬂdmd‘ If historic masonry buildings are kept watertlﬂhtrand" ' :
repair, water-repellent coatings should not be necesgary.

Rising damp {capillary moisture pulled up from the ground), or condensation can also be a source of excess moisture in
masonry buildings. A water-repellent coating will not solve this problem either and, in fact, may be likely to exacerbate it.
Furthermore, a water-repellent coating should never be appiied to a damp wall. Moisture in the wall would reduce the ability
of a coating to adhere to the mascnry and to penetrate below the surface. But, if it did adhere, it would hold the meisture
inside the masonry because, although a water-repejlent coating. is permeable to water vapor, liquid water cannot pass
through it. In the case of rising damp, a coating may force the moisture to go even higher in the wall because it can slow
down evaporation, and thereby retain the moisture in the wail,

Excessive meoisture in masonry walls may carry waterborne selubrie saits from the masonry units themselves or from the
mortar through the walis, If the water s permitted to come to the surface, the salts may appear on the masonry surface as
efflorescence (a whitish powder) upon evaporation. However, the safts can be potentially dangerous if they remain in the
masonry and crystaliize beneath the surface as subflorescence. Subflorescence eventually may cause the surface of the
masonry to spall, particularly if a water-repellent coating has been applied which tends to reduce the flow of moisture out
from the subsurface of the masonry. Although many of the newer water-repelient products are more breathable than their
predecessors, they can be especially damaging if applied to masonry that contains salts, because they limit the flow of
moisture through masonry.

When a Water-Repellent Coating May be Appropriate
There.are some :nstances when a water—repelient coatlng may be considerad approprlate to use on a historlc masonry

building. m%' 3

N Pl . : DS : When a masonry bm!dlng has been
neglected for a Iong period of time, necessary repairs may be requ:red in order to make it watertight. If, following a
reasonable period of time after the building has been made watertight and has dried out completely, moisture appears
actually to be penetrating through the repointed and repaired masonry walls, then the application of a water-repellent
coating may be considered in selected areas only. This dedision should be made in consultation with an architectural
conservator. And, if such a treatment is undertaken, it should not be applied to the entire exterior of the building.

Anti-graffiti or barrier coatings are another type of clear coating—although barrier coatings can also be pigmented—that may
be applied to exterior masonry, but they are not formulated primarily as water repelients. The purpose of these coatings is
to make it harder for graffid to stick to a masonry surface and, thus, easier to clean. But, like water-repelient coatings, in

http/fwww.nps.govitps/how-to-preserve/briefs/1-cleaning-water-repellent htm
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Preservation Brief 1: Assessing Cleaning and Water-Repsllent Treatments for Historic Masonry Buildings

most cases the application of anti-graffitl coatings is generally not recommended for
historic masonry buildings. These coatings are often quite shiny which can greatly alter the
appearance of a historic masonry surface, and they are not always effective. Generaliy,
other ways of discouraging graffiti, such as improved lighting, ¢an be more effective than a
coating. However, the application of anti-graffiti coatings may be appropriate in some
instances on vulnerable areas of historic masonry buildings which are frequent targets of
graffiti that are located in out-of-the-way places where constant surveillance is not
possible.

improper cleaning methods may have )
been responsible for the formation of Some water-repellent coatings are recommeanded by product manufacturers as 2 means of

;‘:2;”95"3“"3 on this brick. Photo: NPS keeping dirt and pollutants or biojogical growth from collecting on the surface of masonry

huldings and, thus, reducing the need for frequent cleaning. Whiie this at times may be

true, in some cases a coating may actually retain dirt more than uncoated masonry.
Generally, the application of a water-repellent coating is not recommended on a historic masonry building as a means of
preventing biological growth, Some water-repelient coatings may actually encourage biological growth on a masonry wall.
Biological growth on masonry builldings has traditionally been kept at bay through regularly-scheduied cleaning as part of a
maintenance plan, Simple cleaning of the masonry with low-pressure water using a hatural- or synthetic-bristfed scrub
brush can be very effective if done on a regular basis, Commercial products are also available which can be sprayed on
masonry to remove biclogical growth,

in most mstances, a water-repellent coatmg is not necessary |f a bu:lding is watertlght Thka

. " Extrerne exposures such as parapets, for example, or portlons of the butldmg sub]ect to drwmg rain can be
treated more effectively and less expensively than the entire building. Water-repelient coatings are not permanent and rnust
be reapplied periodically although, if they are truly invisible, it can be difficult to know when they are no longer providing
the intended protection.

Testing a water-repellent coating by applying it in one small area may not be helpful in determining its suitability for the
building because a limited test area does not ailow an adequate evaluation of a treatment. Since water may enter and leave
through the surrounding untreated areas, there is no way to tell if the coated test area is "breathable,” But trying a coating
in a small area may help to determine whether the coating is visible on the surface or If it will otherwise change the
appearance of the masonry.

Waterproof Coatings

In theory, waterproof coatings usually do not cause probiems as long as they exclude all water from_ the masornry. m
dawe et theawatfrom theground. orfromythe Inside of a bullding, the foating carintensily the dafmige Becwus thig,
gty ot be,abie_m_gsmpg.purmg cold weather this water in the wall can freeze causing serious mechanical disruption,
such as spalling.,

In addition, the water eventually will get out by the path of least resistance. If this path is toward the interior, damage to
interior finishes can result; if it is toward the exterior, it can lead to damage to the masonry caused by built-up water
pressure,

ok he apiplied B historie mzsenrysThe possible exception to this

mlght be the apphcat]on of a watel pl oof coatmg to below-grade exterior foundation walls as a last resort to stop water

infiltration on interior basement walls. Genaallyy hewerer

Mmmmmwwammw Mmm -
Summary and References

A well-planned cleaning project is an essential step in preserving, rehabilitating or restoring a historic masonry building.
Praper cleaning metheds and coating treatments, when determined necessary for the preservation of the masonry, can
enhance the aesthetic character as well as the structural stability of a historic building. Removing years of accumulated dirt,
pollutant crusts, stains, graffiti or paint, if done with appropriate caution, can extend the life and longevity of the historic
resource, Cleaning that is carelessly or insensitively prescribed or carried out by inexperienced workers can have the
opposite of the intended effect. It may scar the masonry permanentiy, and may actually result in hastening deterioration by
introducing harmful residual chemicals and salts into the masonry or causing surface foss. Using the wrong cleaning method
or using the right method incorrectly, applying the wrong kind of coating or applying a coating that is not needed can result
in serious damage, both physically and aesthetically, to a historic masonry building. Cleaning 2 historic masonry building
should always be done using the gentlest means possible that will clean, but not damage the building. It should always be
taken into consideration before applying 8 water-repellent coating or a waterproof ¢oating to a historic masonry building
whether it is really necessary and whether it is in the best interest of preserving the building.

hitp:/fwww.nps.gov/tps/how-to-preserve/briefs/1-cleaning-water-repellent htm
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1042212015 The Secretary of the Interior's Standards for Rehabilitation & lllustrated Guidetines for Rehabilitating Historic Buildings-Masonry

Masonry

' ampasition. color, and texture.

Using methods of removing paint which are destructive to masenry, such as
sandblasting, application of caustic eolutions, or high pressure watetblasting.

Failing to follow manufacturars’ product and application instructions when
repainting masonry.

Using new paint colors that are inappropriate to the historic bullding and district.

Falling to undertake adequate measures to assure the protection of masonry
features.

Repairing masonry walls and other masonry features by repolinting the
mortar joints where there s evidence of deterioration such as disintegrating
mortar, cracks in mortar joints, loose bricks, damp walls, or damaged
plasterwork.

Removing deteriorated mortar by
carefully hand-raking the jeints to
avold damaging the masonry.

Puplicating old riortar In strength, )

Duplicating old mortar joints in width
and in joint profile,

Repairing stucsco by removing the
damaged material and patehing with
new stucco that duplicates the old in
strength, composition, color, and
texture,

Using mud plaster as a surface coating
over unfired, unstabilized adobe
because the mud plaster will bond to
the adobe.

Cutting damaged concrete back to
remove the source of deterioration Preparauon lof siccd repair.
(often corrosion on metsl reinforcement bars). The new patch must be
applied carefully so it will bond satisfactorily with, and mateh, the historie

&onhcrete.
| — -1 _
-’ in, or consolidating the masonry using
. recognized preservation metheds. Repair may
b Lt B § also include the limlted repiacement in kind=or
_ with compaltible substitute material--of those
N extensively deteriorated or missing parts of

L masonry features when there are surviving
prototypes such as terra-cotta brackets or stone
balusters.

Repairing masonry festures by patehing, pleelng-

Repiacement siones tooied (o

hitp:/fwww.nps.govitps/standards/rehabi litatiorvrehab/masonry01.htm
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sol recommended

match original. Applying now ar non-historic surface treatmants

stich as wator-rapallent contings to masonry only
aftar repointing and only if masonry repairs have falled to arrest watar
penetration problems,

Removing nondeteﬂorated -n_w-rtar from sound joints, then repointing the entire
building to achieve a uniform appearance.

Using electric saws and hammers rather
than hand tools to remove deteriorated
mortar from joints prior to repointing.

Repointing with mortar of high portland
cement content {uniess it Is the content
of the historic mortar), This can often
create a bond that I stronger than the
historic material and can cause damage
as a result of the differing coefficient of
expansion and the differing porosity of
the material and the mortar.

s T S ———
Repointing with & synthetic caulking
icompound;

Using & "scrub” coating teehnigue to
repoint instead of traditional repeinting
methods.

ol Changing the width or joint profile when
repointing.

Loss th’l: ﬁl_sa'ic character due to
insensitive repointing,

Removing sound stucco; or repalring
with new stucco that is stronger than the
historic material or does not convey the same visual appearance.

Applying cement stucco to unfired, unstabilized adobe. Because the cement
stucco will not bond properly, molsture can become entrapped between
materials, resulting In accelsrated deterioration of the adobe,

Patohing concrete without removing the source of deterioration.

Replasing an entire masenty festure such as a cornice or balustrade when repair
of the masonry and limited replacement of deteriorated of missing paris are
appropriats.

Using a substitute material for the replacement part that does not convey the
visugal appearance of the surviving parts of the masonry feature or that is
physically or chemically incompatible.

Applying waterproof, water repellent, ot non-histeric coatings such as stucco to
masonry as a substitute for repointing and masonty repairs. Coatings are
frequently unnecessary, expensive, and may change the appearance of historic
masonry as well a8 accelerate its deteroration.

hitp:/fwww.nps.govitpsfstandards/rehabilitationfrehatymasonry01.htm
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EXTERIOR CHANGES TO HISTORIC BUILDINGS

to remove more stubbom surface stains. Such chemical applications, however, should never be

undertaken until tested in an inconspicuous location on the building in order to determine if any

masoney discoloration or damage occurs. More abrasive cleaning techniques such as sandblasting

or high pressure water blasting are prohibited due to their tendency to damage the protective sur-

face of histozic masonry and accelerate its deterioration. Likewise, water repellents and seulérs 68
-=¥rick are prolubited. Such products often tiap froisture in the brick and cause spalling:

Failure of masonry mortar is perhaps the most common problem associated with brick and
other masonrv construction. Mortar joints siowly deteriorate over time due to exposure to weath-
ez, This deterioration resuits in moisture penetration in brick wals and foundations. To correct
the problem, repointing is necessary. All loose and deteriorated mortar must be raked
out of the joint by hand and new mortar mserted. Old mortar should generally be removed to 2
minimum depth of 1” to ensure an adequate bond. Cafe mnst be taken to choose a mortar miztusé
thet matches the orginal i ternrs ‘of composition, color; texture; strength, and appearanee. Care
must alse be taken to match the joint width and profile of the finished joint. Fes: oldersofted’
‘baick, a ¥ortay raxture must be made consistént with: the historic mortai. Please contact the Res-
woration Specialist in the Eastern Office of Archives and History for additional information and
guidance.

Painting bnck and other masonry features of historic buildings that historically were not
coated is prolubited. Excepticns may be mads based on the condition of the brick and the aesthet-
ic impact of the paint applcation on: the character of the buliding and distrct as 2 whole, Ifbrickis
ta be painted, latex paint is recommended. Ir allowws the brick to breathe and will not peel as guick-
Iy as ol pamts, provided the surface is prope:ly prepared prior to painting. Removal of paint from
masonry suzfaces 1s not recommended vrless the brick is
of lugh quality and was ongmnally mntended not to be
peinted When paint iemova! is undertaken, use only
chemical stippers that are specifically recommended for
masonry. Alwavs test the product in an inconspicuous
location to determine if damage or discoloration occurs. |

-

k
r
E
3
¥

Brick & Other Masonry Materials
Guidelines

1. Retain and preseive ongmal masonry walls, founda-

tions, and roofs.

Preserve masonry constrzction features that help to

define the character of historic buildings such as

chimners, decorative corbeliing, comnices, arches,

belr courses, foundations, window sills and heods,

and cormces.

3. Moniter brick and other masonty materials regularly
tor signs of vegetaton growth, dirt build up, mois-
ture damage, or cracking.

ba

oA vty of
4. Eliminate lichen, ivy, and other forms of vegetation eviaznt i H

New Berve Historie Disrviet Diesign Guideing: 38
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Exterior Changes

Design Guidelines for Building Materials and Details

1)

2

4

3)

Maintain and preserve historic building materials and details that contribute to the character of the
building and the significance of the district as a whole.

Repair historic building materials and details in-kind matching the original in regard to size, shape,
design, scale, color, texture, and material. Cracked or missing masonry mortat joints should be care-
fully repginted using materials, methods, and finishing methods that match the original as closely as
possible in regard to color, texture, and finish. Tt is important to use the same strength mortar as the
original or softer. Using mortar or brick that is stronger than the original can result in sedous and
more rapid detetioration. Contact the State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) for additional in-
formation.

If historic bullding materials and details must be replaced due to detetioration, replace only the detail
ot element with materials similar to the original material in size, shape, design, scale, colot, and mate-
dal. Contdlt the SHPO for additional information.

If a detail is missing, replace it based on existing details or documentary evidence such as photo-
graphs. Replace with materials similar in size, shape, design, scale, color, and material as the otiginal.
Contact the SHPO for additional information.

It is not appropriate to clean historic building materials using damaging methods such as sandblast-
ing, power washing, or propane or butane torches. The gentlest means possible for cleaning should
be used. Contact the Planning Office or SHPO for approved methods of cleaning. Consult the Ap-
pendices for the Preservation Brief website address.

6) Paint wooden and metal architectural elements. It is inappropriate to remove paint to replace with

7

9)

stain,

It is inappropriate to paint unpainted masonry elements. Repaint previously painted masonry ele-
ments in colors compatible with the historic district.

It is inappropriate to paint or coat historic terra cotta. Clean and repair using accepted preservation
techniques. Consult the Appendices for the Preservation Brief website address.

It is inappropriate to replace sound historic building matetials with new materials to create a “new or
smooth appearance.”

10) Ttis inappropriate to use contemporary substitute materials such as vinyl, aluminum, masonite, or

cementitious board to cover or replace historic building matesials.

11) It is inappropriate to repair or patch metal roofing and flashing with tar or asphalt.

12) It is inappropriate to apply ornamental architectural details and features that replicate a historic detail

to a historic building without documentary evidence. It is also inappropriate to use details to create a
false sense of history (Ex. Dentil moldings to a mill village house)

Fidenton Historte District Design Guideliies 44



Building Changes

\ﬂ-ﬁm
oy B

A stesp retaining wall on Orange
Street, near Chandier’'s Wharf in the
Residential Historic District (HD-R).

S

Early brickwork in the Downiown
Commercial Historic District (HDO).
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In early Wilmington, where fire was a constant threat, brick was used for
warehouses and commercial buildings beginning in the late eighteenth
century. Brick was also used for street paving, for building structural and
decorative walls, and for underpinnings, pathways and driveways within the
historic districts. Stone bailast from overseas supplied the foundations for
early houses. Beginning in the late nineteenth century, many of the commer-
cial buildings had a stucco finish often with terra cotta details. Sandstone
appears as trim and as applied ornament. Granite curbing is common
throughout all the historic districts.

Suggested Repair and Maintenance

Ensure that water does not collect at the base of a masonry foundation or
chimney. Surfaces should be inspected regularly for dirt build-up, moisture
damage, deteriorated mortar joints and cracking. Cleaning is not recom-
mended to reduce the effects of weathering but is acceptable to reduce
accumulative deposits of “dirt.” Heavily soiled masoary should be cleaned
with low pressure water washing (500 pounds per sq. inch) and soft natural
brushes. Care should be taken when cleaning sandstone or soft brick, If
detergent is necessary check composition before use. Chemical cleaners are
acceptable provided a spot test demonstrates the masonry material will not be
adversely affected. Sandblasting should not be employed to clean masonry.
It can heavily damage the hard fired exterior surface of bricks and the
calcified mortar joints.

Mortar joints that deteriorate over time can allow the penetration of moisture
to the interior of the structure. Repointing is necessary to correct the prob-
lem. All loose and deteriorated mortar needs to be raked out of the joint by
hand and new mortar inserted. Old mortar should generally be removed to a
minimum depth of one and one half times the width of the joint to ensure an
adequate bond. Care must be taken to choose a mortar mix that matches the
original in terms of composition, color, texture, strength, tooling width and
appearance. Repointing with a mortar composed of a high Portland Cement
mix is not recommended as this will often create a mortar that is stronger
than the existing mortar and may cause the brick to spall. Repoint older
bricks with a mortar no harder or softer than the original. Color match should
be achieved with proper selection of sand, not color additives. The new
mortar joint should match the original in appearance and profile.

A stoune strengthener, water repellant or a combination of both may some-
times be used to preserve soft brick, sandstone and porous masonry.



Masonry/Stone: Guidelines

1

Retain and preserve original and or historic masonry walls, foundations,
and construction features including chimneys, arches, quoins, cornices,
and pediments.

If replacement of deteriorated material is necessary, match the new
materials to the original materials in composition, size, shape, color,
pattern, and texture. It is not appropriate to use new masonry materials
which were unavailable when the building was constructed.

Eliminate any forms of vegetation that may cause structural damage or
prevent surface drainage.

1t is not appropriate to apply paint or other coatings to unpainted
masonry elements that are inferior quality and were never painted.
Painted brick deteriorates rapidly.

It is not recommended to waterprool masonry as a substitute for
repointing or repair. Water repellent coatings are permitted as they do
not trap moisture. Scatants are prohibited.

Removal of paint from masonry surfaces is only recommended if the
surface was not historically painted. Undertake removal only with a
chemical paint remover specifically formulated for masonry. Always test
the remover on an inconspicuous area or a test panel first.

1t is not appropriate to use high-pressure cleaning methods such as
sandblasting and waterblasting on historic masonry surfaces. Such
cleaning techniques permanently damage the masonry surface and
accelerate deterioration.

Masonry and Stone

Sandslone facing,
Masonic Building
17-21 North Front Sireet.
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION MEETING
Regularly Scheduled Meeting — Agenda
Tuesday, October 6'", 2015
7:00 PM

Members Present
Mary Pat Musselman
Judi Hickson
Seth Shoneman
Monica Ferrari

Members Absent
Geraldine McKinley
Ed Hodges

Others present
John Rodman, Director
Emily Rebert, Community Development Planner
Jessica Green, Administrative Support

L Opening of the Meeting
Judi Hickson ad acting Chair called the meeting to order.

Il. Invocation
A moment of silence was taken.

ll. Roll Call
A silent roll call was taken by staff.

V. Old Business — Major Works

1. Arequest has been made by Ms. Sarah Heekin for a Certificate of Appropriateness to add a
four foot high aluminum ornamental fence to enclose the rear property yard located at 144 East
Main Street.

Mr. Rodman came forward and explained that Ms. Heekin had submitted her application three
months ago and this was one of the fences the Commission put on hold until the fence
guidelines were finalized. He explained that the Commission needs to act on the request
because according to their rules of procedure the request will automatically be approved by
code if they do not make an action on it.



Sarah Heekin came forward and explained her request. She explained that in the front of her
house there is a small low white fence. She stated that she would like to construct a fence in
the rear yard and have a gate. She explained that the purpose of the fence is for her dog. She
stated that her neighbors didn’t seem to have any objection to the fence. Ms. Heekin stated
that she discussed the placement of the fence with her neighbor and they have come to an
agreement. Seth Shoneman asked if the fence would match the front fence. Ms. Heekin
explained that it would be a white ornamental fence that would match the one in the front yard.
Ms. Heekin stated that the fence would just enclose the rear yard and would start off the rear of
the house.

Dee Congleton came forward and was sworn in. She stated that she was concerned first of all
because she thought that there was a hold on all approval of fences until the fence guidelines
were finalized. Ms. Congleton stated that what Ms. Heekin has out front is not really a fence, it
is just a section. She explained that the new guidelines, if they are approved, state that the
fence should be black and not white. Ms. Congleton then discussed the matter in which the
fence at the front of Ms. Heekin’s house was approved. Again Ms. Congleton stated that Ms.
Heekin does not have a fence in the front, it is only a section and should be replaced. She asked
the Commission to consider her comments. She stated that the fence should be black and not
what and in actually the request should be tabled until the new guidelines are finalized.

Richard Young came forward and was sworn in. He explained that he lives next door to Ms.
Heekin. He stated that she has discussed the fence issue with him and the actual ocation of the
fence between their two properties. He stated that Ms. Heekin has agreed to put the fence in a
location that he is satisfied with. He stated that he doesn’t have any problem with anything that
Ms. Heekin is requesting.

Monica Ferrari made the following motion: | move that the Historic Preservation Commission
grant a Certificate of Appropriateness to Ms. Sarah Heekin to add a four foot high aluminum
ornamental fence to enclose the rear property yard located at 144 East Main Street. This
motion is based on the following findings of fact: the application is congruous with the Historic
Preservation Commission Design Guidelines, specifically Chapter 4.0 Streetscape and Site Design
Section 4.6 Fences and Walls. | further move that the Historic Preservation Commission place
the following conditions on the approval: that the fence running along the driveway side
adjacent to Dr. Young is 18inches off of the property line. Her motion was seconded by Seth
Shoneman. All voted in favor and the motion carried.

Judi Hickson asked Mr. Rodman to address Ms. Congleton’s concerns. Mr. Rodman stated that
the Commission must place an action on the request. He explained that this means a couple
different things. They can continue the request if the Commission is concerned about the color.
He stated that the fence meets the guidelines with the height. He stated that when he said the



Commission had to act on it, he did not mean that they had to approve the request; they just
have to make an action on the request.

Certificate of Appropriateness
A. Major Works

1. Arequest has been made by Mr. Tim Evans for a Certificate of Appropriateness to do the
following at 120 Bridge Street:

a. Add six feet of six feet high wooden picket fence between bathroom and storage building.
b. Add fourteen feet of six feet high wooden picket fence between storage building and Rich
Tattoo Building.

Mr. Tim Evans came forward and was sworn in. He stated that he owns the Dairy Palace and the
Rich Tattoo building. He explained that there is an open area between the Rich Tattoo building
and the storage building that is approximately 14ft. He stated that unfortunately he has
customers that walk back in that area. Mr. Evans stated that he also replaced a cooler and
would like to put up a fence along that area also that would be approximately 6ft. He explained
that he is putting up the fence at the request of his neighbors. Mr. Evans stated that he is game
for anything and will put up any type of fence the Commission would allow. He explained that
his neighbors would like to see a PVC or metal fence, but he would use wood if he needed too.
Mr. Evans stated that he would like a high enough fence that someone wouid not be able go
over. Ms. Musselman and Mr. Evans discussed the actual location of the fence. Ms. Ferrari
stated that he fence would be in two sections, not one long fence. Mr. Evans stated that she
was correct; the fence would start and end at each corner of the buildings. Ms. Ferrari asked if
Mr. Evans would be open to a metal fence that would look like black rod iron. Mr. Evans stated
that he would be up for anything the Commission would want as long as it is high enough that
someone could not step over.

The Commission discussed the metal fence option and the height.

The Chairman opened the floor.

Don Stroud came forward and stood in support of a 5ft black ornamental fence. He stated that
biack ornamental fences are less likely to damage and he will save money in the long run. He

explained that the Historic Foundation would be much more satisfied with the metal fence.

Dee Congleton came forward and stated that the fence committee supports the 5ft black
ornamental fence.



Monica Ferrari made the following motion: | move that the Historic Preservation Commission
grant a Certificate of Appropriateness to Mr. Tim Evans to 1) add a five foot high aluminum
ornamental style black fence 6 feet in one section and 14 feet in another section along the rear
property line located at 120 North Bridge Street. This motion is based on the following findings
of fact: the application is congruous with the Historic Preservation Commission Design
Guidelines, specifically Chapter 4.0 Streetscape and Site Design Section 4.6 Fences & Walls. Her
motion was seconded by Mary Pat Musselman. All voted in favor and the motion carried.

2. Arequest has been made Mr. Richard Godley for a Certificate of Appropriateness to
construct a new porch and railings to the front of the house to match other houses in the district
located at 323 North Bonner Street.

Mr. Godley came forward and was sworn in. He explained that he would like to construct a
small 6x11 porch on the front of his home. He explained that the porch would be 20inches from
the ground and will have a safety railing. Monica Ferrari asked about the height of the railing.
Mr. Godley stated that it would be 3 to 4ft. Mr. Rodman stated that building code requires it to
be at least 3ft. Mr. Godley explained that the pickets would be historically accurate and would
match the pickets on the porches in the surrounding area. Seth Shoneman asked if the railings
would be painted. Mr. Godley stated that he does plan to paint the railings and the actual porch
would be constructed of salt treated wood.

The Chairman opened the floor. No one came forward.

Mary Pat Musselman made the following motion: | move that the Historic Preservation
Commission grant a Certificate of Appropriateness to Mr. Richard Dewayne Godley to add a 6’ x
11" front porch & railings to the front of the house to match other houses in the district. The
structure is located at 323 North Bonner Street. This motion is based on the following findings
of fact: the application is congruous with the Historic Preservation Commission Design
Guidelines, specifically Chapter 3.0 Changes to Existing Buildings Section 3.6 Porches and
Entryways. Her motion was seconded by Seth Shoneman. All voted in favor and the motion
carried.

B. Minor Works

1. Arequest has been made and approved by staff for a Certificate of Appropriateness to
remove a tree in Bughouse Park, located on Charlotte Street. The tree was struck by lightning
and was at risk of damaging historic homes adjacent to it on the street.

2. Arequest has been made and approved by staff for a Certificate of Appropriateness for the
owner at 731 West Main Street (Mr. Richard Smoot) to replace the HVAC unit. No duct work
will be altered.
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Monica Ferrari made a motion to approval all the minor works. Seth Shoneman seconded the
motion. All voted in favor and the motion carried.

Other Business
1. Design Guidelines — Fences

John Rodman came forward and presented all the changes and updates to the fence guidelines,
He explained that the Commission can make a recommendation that these be forwarded to the
City Council for their review, they can decide that they are not satisfied with the changes and
not recommend that they go to City Council, or they can continue working on the guidelines.

The Chairman opened the floor for comments.

Don Stroud came forward and asked the Commission to adopt the last working draft. He stated
that the Historic Foundation however supports it being amended back to fowering the height of
the fences to 5ft instead of 6ft and go back to requiring at least 1in space between any privacy
fences. Judi Hickson explained to Mr. Stroud that the new guidelines stated that any new fence
should not exceed 5ft in height. Mr. Stroud stated that the Foundation still objects to have the
boards on any privacy fence back to back for many reasons and they are asked that the 1in
requirement be put back into the new draft. Don Stroud and the Commission discussed
barricade fences further and the 1 inch gap.

Dee Congleton came forward. She stated that the fence committee goes along with all the
amended changes to the guidelines except for the 1 inch requirement being taken out. She
stated that the fence committee feels that they shouid still pursue the 1 inch requirement
between hoards.

Joanna Hubert came forward and stated that she is in favor of the 5ft high requirement.

Tamika Blount came forward and spoke in favor of the 5ft high requirement and also the 1inch
requirement between boards.

Pat Griffin came forward. He explained that his neighbors have stockade fences and they have
them for good reason. He stated that there may be times when a stockade fence is needed.

Judi Hickson explained that when the guidelines go to the City Council a public hearing will take
place and residents will have a chance to voice their opinions or concerns.

Keith Hardt came forward and asked the Commission to recommend that the guidelines
presented to them be forward to City Council for their review.



Vil.

Monica Ferrari made a motion that the Historic Commission not grant approval of the final
revision of the fence design guidelines and recommend that the updated guidelines not be sent
to the City Council for final approval that this time. Seth Shoneman seconded the motion. All
voted in favor and the motion carried.

Mr. Rodman stated that now that the new guidelines have not been approved the Commission
reverts back to the current guidelines, so any fence request will be acted on according to the
current guidelines. Mr. Rodman stated that since the new guidelines were rejected the
Commission will revert back to the existing. Mr. Rodman stated that if they want to make more
changes then they will have to go through the process of advertising and holding a workshop all
over again. The Commission and Mr. Rodman discussed a timeline. Mr. Rodman stated that he
has to discuss any type of workshop or special meeting with the Chairman being that he is the
only one who can call a special meeting of the Commission.

2. Recipients of the Terrell Award

Emily Rebert came forward gave the Commission a brief on the Terrell Award and explained that
the winners would be contacted and press releases will be in the paper.

3. Notice of Decision 315 West 2™ Street

Seth Shoneman made a motion to approve the Notice of Decision at 315 West 2™ Street. His
motion was seconded by Mary Pat Musselman. All voted in favor.

4, Notice of Decision 319 West 2™ Street

Seth Shoneman made a motion to approve the Notice of Decision at 319 West 2™ Street. His
motion was seconded by Monica Ferrari and all voted in favor.

Approval of Minutes — September 1, 2015

Monica Ferrari made a motion to approve the minutes. Her motion was seconded by Mary Pat
Musselman and all voted in favor

VIIL.

Adjourn

Seth Shoneman made a motion to adjourn. His motion was seconded by Monica Ferrari. All voted in

favor,



